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the middle of June at the earliest be-
fore we could send a bill to the White
House.

Pretending otherwise, and promising
the victims of these terrible tragedies
something else, does a tremendous dis-
service not only to us and to our insti-
tution, but to the very people we are
trying to protect.

Our Nation’s schoolchildren deserve
to attend the safest, most secure
schools that we can provide, and the
parents of our children should rest se-
cure in the knowledge that everything
is being done within our powers, both
as citizens and legislators, to create
precisely that environment.

This is not the time to play on the
fears of our most vulnerable. This is
the time for aggressive yet responsible
leadership, one in which we can think
carefully and examine all of the issues
before we go off half-informed, search-
ing for the snappiest sound bite rather
than working together to develop the
best legislation that we can.

This is one of those rare times when
the national consensus demands that
we act, but it does not require us to
rush to judgment, to risk compounding
the situation by stampeding toward
what sounds like the best way to score
points against each other. We can do
better than that, and I am determined
to see that we will.

By cooperating, we can get a bill to
the White House promptly, while mak-
ing sure that the policies are ready to
be enforced when schools reopen in
September. The Nation’s eyes have
turned towards us, looking for respon-
sible leadership. We must resist the
temptation to score political points at
the expense of the lives and families of
our Nation’s children.

Demagoguery for the sake of partisan
advantage will not serve the country
well, nor will it produce the best legis-
lative solution possible. We have the
opportunity to rise above partisanship
and do ourselves and our Nation proud.
I appeal to all the Members not to let
this opportunity slip away.

We have responsible legislation and
it is ready to go. It can be made better.
Rushing it to the floor this week will
not result in a better product in the
long run. Let us come together, move
forward, and develop the best legisla-
tion we can so that all Americans can
take pride in how we respond.

f

THE FUTURE AMERICAN FLAG
WILL HAVE 51 STARS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MYRICK). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from Puerto Rico (Mr. RO-
MERO-BARCELÓ) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Madam
Speaker, when the House of Represent-
atives debated legislation on Puerto
Rico’s self-determination, opponents
argued that Puerto Ricans had a dif-
ferent culture, too alien from the rest
of the Nation to become a partner.

But they were wrong. The ones that
are not mainstream are those that sub-
scribe to a nativist mindset. Have they
listened to the radio? Have they
watched a ballgame? Have they
checked out who is doing art for the
Treasury Department, or have they
read Time Magazine lately?

Last week’s cover of Time featured
Puerto Rican pop star Ricky Martin,
who boasts the number one song in
America. The same article highlighted
two other Puerto Rican pop culture
success stories, vocalists Mark An-
thony and actress-singer Jennifer
Lopez.

Last year, baseball’s American
League recognized Puerto Rican Juan
‘‘Igor’’ Gonzalez of the Texas Rangers
as its most valuable player, and 11-
year-old Laura Hernandez from Puerto
Rico is this year’s First Place National
Winner of the United States Savings
Bond Poster Contest.

Right here next to Washington, D.C.,
in the Goddard Space Center, there are
over 40 engineers and scientists who
have come from Puerto Rico. They
graduated from MIT; not Massachu-
setts Institute of Technology, but the
Mayaguez Institute of Technology.

Time’s May 24th cover story states,
‘‘We have seen the future. It looks like
Ricky Martin. It sings like Mark An-
thony. It dances like Jennifer Lopez.
Que bueno.’’ I, too, have seen the fu-
ture, and I saw our flag with 51 stars.
Que bueno.
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THE FUTURE OF SOCIAL
SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman Michigan
(Mr. SMITH) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to talk about an
important issue for everyone in this
country. It is social security. Every-
body that is now receiving social secu-
rity is concerned when Congress starts
talking about changes in social secu-
rity, because the fact is that one-third
of the individuals that are now receiv-
ing social security depend on that so-
cial security check for 90 percent or
more of their retirement income, a
huge dependency. So it is easy to un-
derstand why seniors get nervous.

Everybody that is near retirement
age is concerned, because they have
planned their retirement and the fact
is that social security is running out of
money. Those individuals under 55
years of age are the generation most at
risk, because they may be asked to
spend a lot more paying for the retire-
ment benefits of those that retired be-
fore them.

This week we are going to discuss
what has been called a lockbox for so-
cial security. It does not fix social se-
curity, but it provides that Congress
promises not to spend the social secu-
rity trust fund surpluses for other gov-
ernment programs. It is a good start,

but make no mistake, it does nothing
to change the fundamentals of the pro-
grams and fix social security in the
long run.

Briefly, let me describe, what the
problems of social security are. When
we started the social security program
in 1934, it was developed as a pay-as-
you-go program, where existing cur-
rent workers paid in their social secu-
rity tax for the benefits of existing cur-
rent retirees, so essentially no savings.
The social security taxes went in one
week, and by the end of the week they
were sent out in benefits to retirees.

The system worked very well in the
early stages because there were 42 peo-
ple working for every 1 retiree receiv-
ing those tax benefits. By 1950, the
number of people working went down
to 17 people working, sending in their
social security taxes for every one re-
tiree. Today it is 3 people working,
sending in their social security taxes,
for every retiree.

The estimate is that by 2030, there
are only going to be 2 people working.
So what we are asking those 2 people
to do, without changes in the social se-
curity structure, without changes in
the system, we are asking those two
workers to try to earn and produce
enough for their families plus one re-
tiree; almost impossible.

The Federal Government, since it
continues to raise taxes, and it has
raised social security taxes 36 times
since 1976, more often than once a year.
Today 75 percent of our workers pay
more in the social security tax than
they do in income tax.

But as government raised those taxes
on workers, they took the extra money
coming in above and beyond what was
needed for benefit payments for retir-
ees and the families and the disabled
and they spent the money on other
government programs.
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What that has done is dig us a $700
billion IOU to future retirees that gov-
ernment, that Congress, that the Presi-
dent has no idea how to pay back.

I plead with my colleagues and,
Madam Speaker, I plead with the
American people to look at Social Se-
curity, look at how it is going to affect
their lives and the future if Congress
and the President is not willing to step
up to the plate and deal with the seri-
ous problems of Social Security.

I have a proposal that I will be intro-
ducing in the next week that, provided
we start slowing down some of the ben-
efits for those high-income retirees and
use some of that money for private in-
vestment accounts, to put that money
into individual accounts so those indi-
viduals own that money, instead of
Congress spending it on other pro-
grams.

Let me just finish by saying what
tremendously complicates and should
concern all of us in terms of how we
deal with Social Security is a Supreme
Court decision. In fact, two Supreme
Court decisions. The Supreme Court
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has said there is no entitlement for So-
cial Security benefits; that there is no
relationship between the taxes we pay
in and our right to receive any Social
Security check when we retire. That
means that the young generations,
those under 55 years old, are com-
pletely dependent on future politicians
deciding how much they might cut
their benefits.

And just one last word, Madam
Speaker. The longer we put this off,
the more drastic the solution. Let us
do it, let us get at it, and let us deal
with it.

f

CONGRESS OWES AMERICAN PUB-
LIC LEGISLATION ON GUN SAFE-
TY PRIOR TO MEMORIAL DAY
RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.

MYRICK). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms.
DELAURO) is recognized during morning
hour debates for 5 minutes.

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Speaker, I lis-
tened to the Speaker of the House this
morning tell us that we cannot pass
gun safety legislation in this body be-
fore we leave for the Memorial Day
break for vacation. We owe it to the
American people, to American fami-
lies, to move on this legislation before
we go home. We need to work on the
people’s timetable and not on the con-
gressional timetable.

To delay this issue is politics. That is
what this is about.

We have 13 children in the United
States who die every single day be-
cause of gun violence. If this is not an
emergency, I do not know what is an
emergency. This House of Representa-
tives has risen to occasions where
there have been crises in this country.
We can move on a dime. We can pass
legislation in 24 hours or less if we
have the will to do it.

The juvenile justice bill has been sit-
ting in committee for the last 3 to 4
weeks. It is a bipartisan piece of legis-
lation. It can be passed in a heartbeat
if we have the will to do it. We have to
pass gun safety legislation in our coun-
try if we are going to meet the pleas
and the cries of American families
today.

I saw a grandmother yesterday in my
district in Connecticut. She lives in
Connecticut, her family is in Indiana.
And she said to me, ‘‘Ms. DELAURO,
when you go back, please pass gun safe-
ty legislation. My two grandchildren
were evacuated from their schools just
last week.’’ And I am not the only one
who is hearing the plea of the Amer-
ican public. Let us do what is respon-
sible, let us respond to American fami-
lies.

Last week the other Chamber did the
right thing. They passed common-sense
gun safety legislation. The House of
Representatives this week has that op-
portunity. Let us take up this legisla-
tion and pass fair and sensible meas-
ures that we, in fact, know will save
lives.

There are some who want to wait
until mid-June. I say we have waited
too long. We have done nothing despite
repeated tragedies in our schools, and
we sit idly by while, as I said, 13 chil-
dren are killed by guns every single
day.

Youth violence is a complex problem.
It requires several answers. We need
parental involvement, safe schools,
guidance counselors, mental health
services, and less violence in our
media. But gun safety laws that pro-
tect children are part of a sensible re-
sponse to a crisis that is killing our
kids in the United States.

I call upon the Republican leader-
ship, I call upon the Speaker of the
House, to schedule that vote this week.
Like the other Chamber, we must en-
sure that firearms are sold with child
safety locks, that we have background
checks at gun shows, and that a person
is 21 years old before he or she buys a
gun.

Let us take these steps. Our families,
our children are relying on us, those of
us who have been sent here to do the
people’s business. Let us take the peo-
ple’s House and let us be responsive to
the American public this week, when
they are in need of knowing that, in
fact, we can represent them and their
families and their children in this
body. That is what our responsibility is
this week.

My God, I hope that we are up to the
task in this body.

f

HOUSE SHOULD VOTE ON THREE
ELEMENTS OF SENATE GUN
SAFETY LEGISLATION PRIOR TO
MEMORIAL DAY RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
I too rise out of a note of optimism
and, frankly, a little sadness, having
listened to the Speaker’s comments on
the floor of this House.

I have been in Congress only 3 years,
but over the course of those 3 years we
have been attempting repeatedly to
have the Republican leadership allow
us the opportunity to vote on simple,
common-sense approaches that will
make a difference for the epidemic of
gun violence in this country. We, in
fact, know that it will make a dif-
ference.

There are about six times that I have
taken to the well of this Chamber after
tragic shootings, not to try to take ad-
vantage of them, but thinking that for
a moment there might be an oppor-
tunity that this would touch the con-
science of the people who control what
the Members of this body will be able
to vote upon.

Nine times since I have been in Con-
gress there have been multiple shoot-
ing deaths on school campuses around
this country. One of them, tragically,

was in my State of Oregon. I do not
know how anybody who looks in the
eyes of the families who have suffered
this tragedy, who have looked in their
souls to realize that we have taken
steps in this Congress to deal with
things like auto safety, yet we will not
take the same simple approach to try
and make a difference to reduce the
carnage from gun violence for young
people.

The concept of a livable community,
from where I sit, is what the Federal
Government is about. It ought to be a
partnership with State governments,
local governments, with the local com-
munities, school districts, to try to
make sure that when children go out
the door in the morning that they are
safe, that the family is economically
secure and they are healthy.

Gun violence has a wrenching impact
on all three of those factors. The eco-
nomic costs are staggering, costing bil-
lions of dollars each year for the thou-
sands who are dead and maimed, vic-
timized directly and indirectly. It has a
significant impact in terms of public
safety and crime, and it certainly
makes a difference in terms of people’s
sense of security.

In the last Congress we pleaded just
to act on the child access protection
legislation. Give us a chance to vote on
it. Fifteen States have enacted it, in-
cluding the State of Florida, the home
State of the Chair of the Subcommittee
on Violence, and it has made a dif-
ference in terms of making children
safer.

I would think that, at a minimum,
the Members of this body ought to
come forward and demand that we vote
at least on the three elements that are
in the Senate legislation, pass those
things out today, make that progress
real; then we can come back after the
recess and deal with the Speaker’s
more deliberative approach on a
longer-range term.

We have legislation introduced by
the gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
MCCARTHY) that a number of people on
both sides of the aisle, Republicans and
Democrats, people of conscience, have
signed that could be the vehicle that
would deal comprehensively with these
concerns.

I have legislation that I will be ad-
vancing that deals with making sure
that the Product Safety Commission
spends as much attention with real
guns as it does with toy guns; that we
would extend the prohibition against
criminals having access to weapons
under the Brady bill to others who
have demonstrated a consistent pat-
tern of violent behavior. This is over-
whelmingly supported by the American
public.

And last, but not least, that the Fed-
eral Government become a leader in
personalizing guns to make sure that,
for example, they cannot be used, the
law enforcement service revolvers can-
not be used against that man or woman
in uniform. The Federal Government
has a chance to make a huge difference
in advancing this technology.
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